ABSTRACT
INTRODUCTION
The Comprehension Hypothesis is not only a popular but also a commonly criticized theory on the ground that comprehensible input alone is not enough for language acquisition. The hypothesis states that we acquire language when we understand messages or language acquisition happens when we receive comprehensible input while reading and listening. If the input is well within the competence of a learner, then he/she will acquire all measures of language competence including grammar, vocabulary, syntax, and spelling subconsciously. In other words, if the current level of a learner is (i), then the input should be (i+1). More precisely, the input should contain some aspects of language which the learner has not acquired but is developmentally ready to acquire. The level (i) of the input, that is, previously acquired language competence will help the learner to move to the next level (i+1).
Other competing hypotheses such as the skill-building hypothesis and the output hypothesis have claimed that conscious knowledge of language is necessary for the development of language competence. The skill-building hypothesis claims that skills are first learnt consciously and they are routinized using drills and exercises on vocabulary, JOSEPH PONNIAH By syntax and grammar rules. This, of course, is the delayed gratification approach to language learning (Krashen, 2004) . The output hypothesis claims that output production using conscious knowledge plays 'a star role' (Swain, 2005) in developing language competence. Moreover, the three functions of the Swain's hypothesis are related to conscious learning and, not to acquisition (Ponniah & Krashen, 2008 ).
The interaction hypothesis posits that comprehensible input alone is not enough for acquisition. Input must be supplemented by activities such as negotiation for meaning, modification of structures through clarification request and comprehension check while interacting with the conversational partner. Here, the learners are 'pushed' to produce output by negotiating conversation to enhance comprehensibility. Negotiating conversations "won't help us to acquire the language but will lead to frustration and discouragement… the only way to increase competence in speaking is through comprehensible input, by understanding what we hear and read" (Krashen 2008 , reveals that conscious knowledge of a language has a specific (monitoring) role and it will not affect acquisition. 
Selected Review on Incidental vocabulary Acquisition
We involuntarily absorb meaning of words when we understand messages and not when focusing on words. It will be too difficult to use the consciously learned words in actual performance. Adult ESL students (Ponniah, 2011) who read a short story acquired vocabulary incidentally and they were able to use the subconsciously acquired words in sentences and the students who learned meaning of the words in isolation could not use. The experimental subjects of the study read the edited version of the short story 'The Chinese Statue' and the comparisons learned the dictionary meaning of 51 unfamiliar words and the 16 most difficult words contained in the short story. The unfamiliar and the difficult words were identified through a pilot study.
The subjects were asked to take two pretests. The first test 
